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REMARKS 

This is in response to the Final Office Action mailed on May 7, 2007. Claims 1, 10, 11, 
and 25-29 were pending and were rejected- With this response, claims 1, 10, and 11 are 
amended. The remaining claims are unchanged and no new claims are added. 

Acknowledgement of Information Disclosure Statement 

As a preliminary matter, Applicant requests that the Examiner acknowledge that the 
references cited in the Supplemental Information Disclosure Statements filed December 31, 2003 
and January 28, 2004 have been considered. Copies of the Supplemental Information Disclosure 
Statements and their return post cards are enclosed herein. Applicant requests consideration and 
entry of the cited references. 

Claims 1, 10, 11, and 25-29 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bergh in view of Sumita in view of King or in view of Ellis, or in view of Ginter, or m view 
of Cameron. According to the Office Action, the previous combination of Bergh and Sumita 
"discloses multiple profiles/personas for a user (col 3, lines 25-47)." The references of King, 
Ellis, Ginter, or Cameron were cited as disclosing the amended features related to the profile 
fields and profile restriction. Applicants have amended the independent claims 1, 10, and 11 so 
as to clarify the distinction between personas and profiles and to set forth their relationship to 
each other. Support for these amendments can be found in the specification as filed including on 
page 71, line 24 to page 73, line 17 and in figures 12 and 13. 

None of the references teach or make obvious the amended features of the claims relating 
to relationship of the personas and profiles. In the Office Action, the personas and profiles are 
treated as interchangeable when described as e *personas/profiles," The newly cited references do 
not make clear this distinction either. Instead, the amended claim set forth that "a data base that 
stores a plurality of user profiles corresponding to a plurality of users, wherein each user is 
associated with a plurality of user personas stored in the database, [and] wherein each user 
profile comprises a set of personal information data" which is not shown in the references or 
made obvious in the prior art. The profiles and personas are not interchangeable but are separate 
features. 
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Further, none of the references teach or make obvious the amended features of the claims 
relating to the relationship of the profiles and personas to each other. The amended claims set 
forth that therein each user is associated with a plurality of user personas stored in the 
database." These features are not shown in the references or made obvious in the prior art. The 
references simply do not teach the relationship or structure set forth in the independent claims 
where "each of the user profiles for each user a grouped into the user personas by useful context 
such that at least on the user profiles is grouped in at least two personas." The references do not 
recognize a hierarchical structure indicated in the claimed feature and thus also do not make this 
feature obvious. The references do not teach grouping a plurality of the profiles into designated 
personas by useful context. 

Applicants respectfully request that the present amendment be entered, that the rejections 
be removed, and for favorable action and allowance of the application. 

For at least the reasons above, Applicants respectfully request removal of the rejections 
and for favorable action and allowance of the application. If the Examiner believes that a 
conference would be of value in expediting the prosecution of this application, the Examiner 
may reach the undersigned at (61 2) 607-7340. 

Should any additional fees be necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to 
charge or credit any such fees or overpayment to Deposit Account No. 50- 1901 (Reference 
60021-302901). 

Respectfully submitted. 




Oppenh<£mer Wolff & Donnelly, LLP 

45 South Seventh St, Suite 3300 
Minneapolis, MN 55402-1609 
Telephone: 612-607-7340 
Facsimile: 612-607-7100 



2509093 vgi 08/07/2007 



PAGE 11124 ' RCVD AT 8/7/2007 2:06:30 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-5/6 * DNIS:2738300 ' CSID:612 607 7100 ' DURATION (mm-ss):Q3-30 



08/07/2007 13:07 



FAX 612 607 7100 



"OPPENHEIMER LAW FIRM 



E]012 



. Inventor 
Title; 

Serial No.; 



Utility Patent application of 
Handel, Sean 

?S%T 2E0 PR0DUCT REP0RT 



* & Trademarks of the 



jg U.S. Mail Certificate 
t>9 Postcard 



Atty/Secy 
Date 
File No. 



CRH/atp 

January ^g^, 2004 
060021-302901 



OPPENHEIMER: IS05P64 v02 12/29/2003 



^Receipt is hereby acfcnowledgigM by the CommisstararraTPStents & Trademarks of the 
following items in the Utility Patent application of 



inventor: Handel, Sean 

Title: A PERSONALIZED PRODUCT REPORT 

Serial No.: 09/196,338 



El Supplemental Information Disclosure Statement 
S PTO Form 1449 with cited references "* 
H U.S. Mali Certificate ^ 
H Postcard 



0W0 DOCKETING 

F EB 9 2004 



Atty/Secy 
Date 
File No. 



CRH/atp 

January .gjjL 2004 
060021-302901 



A/r 





OPPENHEIMER: 1505964 v02 12/29/3003 



PAGE 1 2^24 * RCVD AT 8/7/2007 2:06:30 PM [Eastern DayligM Time] * SVR:USPT0€FXRF-S/6 * DNIS:2738300 ft CS!D:612 607 7100 * DURATION (mm-ss):03-30 



